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CRAWFORD PLLC 
United States Patent Application 
COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

my nan,e^hat bel0W ' ** my rCSide " Ce ' ^ °* Ce addrCSS and citizenshi P are * statcd be,ow l ° 

inv Cn tor S I I?! 1 l b < !! i ^ 1 Tit 0fi i ina1> firSt SOlC inVCnl ° r (if ° nly 0ne name is ,istcd below > or a joint inventor (if plural 
™S 

The specification of which 

a. ^ is attached hereto 

b. is entitled CIRCUIT ANALYSIS USING ELECTRIC FTEI D INDTJPRn ttfrinrrTc • 

AMDA.521PA (TT4651) www i^c^ i kic r UiLLMlNDUCED EFFECTS, having attorney docket number 

c. □ was filed on as application serial no. and was amended on (if applicable) (in the case of a pct 

satss"^.^" m,eHai ,o ° ,,ws " — *- - ™« «■ 

to^iS?^? ^7 benefi * TklC 35 ' UnilCd SUleS C ° dc > § 1 19/365 ° f ™y application(s) for parent or 

m Zc ate S^^h ,0 T— ^ a ! S ° ld6ntified bCl0W f ° re,gn appU0ation ^Wntcf inventor's a 
filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is claimed: g 

a, no such applications have been filed. 

b, □ such applications have been filed as follows; 



COUNTRY 



FOREIGN APPLICATIONS IF ANY, CLAIMING PRIORITY UNDER 35 USC § 119 



APPLICATION NUMBER 



DATE OF FILING 
(day, month, year) 



DATE OF ISSUE 
(day, month, year) 



COUNTRY 



ALL FOREIGN APPLICATION^), IF ANY, PILED BEFORE THE PRIORITY APPLICATIONS 



APPLICATION NUMBER 



DATE OF FILING 
(day, month, year) 



DATE OF ISSUE 
(day, month, year) 



» ■ bjm ln, " cr ° f Mch of claln,s ° f this Wlicaiion i> not disctad in the cnor UniKd si*« 




STATUS (patented, pending, abandoned) 



I hereby claim the benefit under Title 35. United States Code § J 1 9(e) of any United States prov t > 



provisional application(s) listed below: 



_U.S. PROVISIONAL APPLICATION NUMBER 



DATE OF FILING (Day, Month. Year) 
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Crawford, Robert J, 
Curtin, Eric J. 

Drake, Paul S. 
Apperley, Elizabeth A, 
Botsch, Bradley 
Jaipershad, Rajendra 
Roberts, Diana 



Reg. No. 32, J 22 
Reg. No. 47,511 

Reg. No, 33,49 J 
Reg. No. 36,428 
Reg. No. 34,552 
Reg. No. 44,168 
Reg. No. 36,654 



Maimu, LeRoy D. 



Harry A. Wolin 
Roddy, Richard J. 
Cay wood, Michael 
Collopy, Daniel R. 



Reg. No, 35,274 



Reg. No. 32,638 
Reg. No. 27,688 
Reg. No. 37.797 
Reg. No. 33,667 



lr*lT y ^°i Z *, ^ 5 aCt 3nd rdy ° n i"**™*™ from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attornev/firm/ 

Please direct all correspondence in this case to Crawford PLLC at the address indicated below: 

Crawford PLLC 
1270 Northland Drive, Suite 390 
St, Paul, Minnesota 55120 

I^HevSt^f« n T^K 15 T T a ?I herein ° f my ° Wn kn ° W,edge are UUt and * at a11 staten ™* on hrformauon and belief 




§ 1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability. 



exam nadon 5SL^£LTd?S ™ ! — * ^ THe PUb ' 1C intCfeSl )S best served ' a » d thc ™*t effective patent 

MSt^lr p T , Cat 7 V bein£ eXan,ined ' lhe 0ffice is aware of and eval ""« the teachings of al ? 
caX and goS S iTfns 2h SSlnt h ^Tf " 1* ^ Ji,i ' 1£ a " d pr0SeCUU °" of a P atent ■« a *•* of 

io be material t SuMuS a dTfin^ i ^ ' ™ ' dWy l ° dlSC '° Se t0 the 0ffice a!1 M™*™ known to that individual 
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iSS^SXS ^MiZSTl f ~ ^ » «» Patentability ,s dee me d u> be satisfied if 

the manner prescribed by M^SK Cu t * lSSUCd Y P^" 1 WaS dted by the ° fficC or submitlyd t0 thc * 
on the Office wTprS o «2 I ,T? "° ^ ^ * t™** ° n n ™ Uc ™ n in connection wi * ^ch fraud 
cncouragTs Ip^cZ ** °' d,SC]0SU ~ *" ^ ^ had faith or ™^ induct. The Office 

( 1 ) prior an cited in search report, of a fore.gn patent office in a counterpart application, and 

pending JS^SSSZ 7^e tit"' 1 * 315 the ^ « of a patent appl.eation be.ieve any 

V ng ciaim patentably defines, to make sure that any material information contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

n^e^e^ ft t J ^t3 i0n " ^ 10 Pattintability Whe " " iS " OI CUmUlatlVC 10 inf0 ™ 0n *** ^ record or being 
^ (1) It establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; 

(2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in 
(i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 
(n) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

prfpt^ T iQf T ati0D C ° mpelS a C ° ndusi0n that 3 c,ai » » -der the 

LUific«io»^t^ £ claim its broadest reasonable consLtion consistent with 

conclusion of patentability. imeratl0n 1!> »ven to evidence which may be submitted m an attempt to establish a contrary 

(0 Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 

(1) Each inventor named in the application: 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 

with 2 invem^ ^ a t° n " Pr0SeCUti °" ° f lhC app,iCati °" and * ho " — ted 

me assignee or with anyone to whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 

agenfor ^ *" *" ^ " ™ y with ^ <«*» * -Closing information to the attorney, 
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